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ning of 1921 the police records show forty cases of at- 
tempted rape by colored soldiers, seventy of accom- 
plished rape, twenty cases of other sexual crime, not to 
mention scores of other cases of sexual misdemeanors. 
It is pointed out that black soldiers push white women 
from the footpaths, assisting with the butt ends of their 
rifles; that the number of colored bastards is steadily 
increasing in Germany ; that unmentionable crimes have 
been and still are committed by these colored troops. 
Little wonder that Germans speak of these matters with 
bitterness. A communication before us reads : 

"Do the other white nations of the world know about 
this? It must really be doubted, for it can hardly be 
believed that they should have no fellow-feeling for the 
disgrace which is being perpetrated on us, and thus on 
all white people. . . . You, members of the white 
race, help us to free our women and children from the 
hell in the occupied district into which they have been 
cast by the black and colored hordes of Africa ! . . . 
Englishmen, we have sufficient pride in us to bear stoic- 
ally the distress inflicted on us as the vanquished, with- 
out crying for help; but outrages on the bodies of our 
white women and children we will not submit to. You 
have taken our weapons from us. Give them back to us, 
or help us by the weight of your voices to put a stop to 
the darkest crime ever committed in the world's his- 
tory — the black horror. Help us, if you have any feel- 
ing for the awful disgrace which is being done to our 
white women on the Ehine by the eager lust of African 
savages." 

We are offering no brief for German or French. We 
are not criticizing the African soldiers. Our thought is 
that it ought not to be necessary to remind the clever 
French people of the uncleverness of maintaining these 
colored troops on German soil. To say the least, it is, 
in the language of Major-General Henry T. Allen, 
"undesirable." 



PALESTINE FOR THE PALESTINIANS? 

Palestine is one of the danger points of the world. 
The facts are comparatively simple. The total pop- 
ulation of this land of 9,000 square miles is approxi- 
mately 770,000, of whom 600,000 are Moslems, 80,000 
Jews, 84,500 Christians, with less than 6,000 Druzes, 
and a few Samaritans. Jerusalem, a Turkish city since 
1517, surrendered to the British forces December 9, 
1917. Naturally, production, industry, banks, and the 
like have been carried on by the 770,000 persons owning 
and controlling the affairs of that land. It has been pro- 
posed — at one time by Mr. Arthur. Balfour, of Great 
Britain, a little later by President Wilson, of the United 
States — that Palestine should be the home of the Jews. 
There, are sentimental reasons why such a plan seems 
desirable. Upon closer examination* however, the diffi- 



culties seem insurmountable. Naturally, the Moslem 
inhabitants are opposed. As might be expected, the 
same thing is true of the resident Christians. Interest- 
ingly enough, the Palestinian Jews are also just as much 
opposed. Of course, this is all perfectly natural. These 
770,000 persons occupy the country, own the land, and 
run the business. The prospect of outsiders coming in, 
crowding out the natives, setting up schools where no 
language but Hebrew is allowed, has disturbed and in- 
censed essentially the entire population. 

The Italian Secretary for Foreign Affairs has recently 
voiced the Vatican's uneasiness over the custody of the 
holy places in Palestine, and has asked for a larer repre- 
sentation on the international commission set up by the 
Allies for the general control of these venerated spots. 
The proposed change of Palestine into a home for the 
Jews will start other Christian centers to wondering. 

But this is not a very serious matter as yet. It may 
never be a serious matter. The real danger lies else- 
where; the difficulties extend deeper. It will be re- 
called that during the war Germany did everything in 
her power to enlist the aid of the Moslem world. The 
Moslem's reply to the German request was that, accord- 
ing to the Koran, the holy war, when waged, must be 
waged against all Christianity and not against a part 
only. Thus the German effort failed. The war being 
over, the objection raised by the Moslems at that time 
is no longer tenable. Christian Europe is face to face 
with the Moslem. Much depends upon the tact with 
which both sides approach their common difficulty. It 
is not tact for Europe to incense the 600,000 Moslems 
in Palestine. Quite the contrary. It is a torch to the 
tinder of the entire Moslem world. 

This is a real situation. When, on August 10, 1920, 
Turkey renounced, under the terms of the Treaty of 
Sevres, her sovereignty over Palestine, and when, some 
four months later, the "mandate" for Palestine was in- 
trusted to Great Britain, the British administration 
announced its object to provide for the establishment of 
a Jewish national home in that land. This was strictly 
in accord with the Balfour declaration of November 2, 
1917, which favored the establishment of such a home. 
Of course, the resolution set forth that nothing should 
be done prejudicial to the civil and religious rights of 
existing non-Jewish communities in Palestine ; but, as a 
practical proposition, to establish a national home for 
the Jewish people in Palestine without injury to the civil 
and religious rights of people already resident there 
seems impossible. 

True, an Advisory Council has been organized, made 
up of the heads of the principal government depart- 
ments, together with ten "unofficial" members— four 
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Moslems, three Christians, and three Jews. We are told 
that the purpose of this council is to establish "self- 
governing institutions in Palestine." Both the British 
Government and the Palestinian administration, which 
is but an arm of the British Government, have recog- 
nized the World Zionist Organization as the agency of 
the Jewish people in their effort to establish in Palestine 
the Jewish national home. With all regard to the con- 
summate skill of British statesmen in far-away sections 
of the world, one can but wonder, under the circum- 
stances, what is to become of this effort in Palestine to 
set up "self-governing institutions." The behavior to- 
ward Palestine has been no small influence upon the 
uprising in India. One can but wonder what the end of 
all this attempt to impose one race upon another can be. 



THE UNITED STATES AND THE PER- 
MANENT COURT OF INTER- 
NATIONAL JUSTICE 

Undoubtedly the United States will wish to make 
use of the Permanent Court of International Jus- 
tice. The fact that it is a direct product of the League 
of Nations need not and ought not to interfere with our 
accepting this agency for the settlement of international 
disputes. 

Let us recall the facts. The draft scheme for the es- 
tablishment of such a court represented the handiwork 
of a committee of jurists laboring at The Hague in June 
and July, 1920. The scheme was adopted, with modifi- 
cations, by the Council of the League of Nations and 
subsequently by the First Assembly of that body. Eleven 
judges and four deputy judges were elected at the meet- 
ing of the Second Assembly of the League, by joint 
action of the Council and the Assembly, September 14, 
1921. Following are the names of the eleven judges and 
the four deputy judges : 

Judges: 

M. Rafael Altamira (Spain). 

Prof. Dionisio Anzilotti (Italy). 

M. Buy Barbosa (Brazil). 

Prof. Antonio S. de Bustamente (Cuba). 

Viscount Kobert Bannatyne Finlay (Great Britain). 

M. Max Huber (Switzerland). 

M. Loder (Netherlands). 

Mr. John Bassett Moore (United States of America) . 

M. Didrik Galtrup Gjedde Nyholm (Denmark). 

Dr. Yorosu Oda (Japan). 

M. Charles Andre Weiss (France). 

Deputy Judges: 

M. Frederik Valdemar Nikolai Beichmann (Norway). 

M. Demetre Negulesco (Roumania). 

M. Wang Chung Hui (China). 

M. Michel Yovanovitch (Serb-Croat-Slovene State). 



Contrary to the recommendations of the committee of 
jurists, compulsory jurisdiction is denied to the Court. 
That is to say, in case of dispute between two States the 
plaintiff State cannot compel the defendant State to 
appear before the Court; neither can the plaintiff State 
be heard before the Court without consent of the defend- 
ant. That is what is meant when we say that the Court 
has no compulsory jurisdiction. It has been provided, 
however, that two or more States accepting the Court 
may accept and adopt, for all or for certain classes of 
disputes, the principle of compulsory jurisdiction as be- 
tween themselves. Some twenty States have signed this 
compulsory jurisdiction clause on a reciprocal basis, a 
large number of whom have also ratified it. The impor- 
tance of the optional clause lies in the fact that the Per- 
manent Court of International Justice without compul- 
sory jurisdiction would be little improvement upon the 
Court of Arbitration established at The Hague in 1899. 

This Permanent Court of International Justice held 
its first session at The Hague January 30, 1922. The 
Court set itself forthwith about the business of complet- 
ing preparations for the first ordinary session, opening 
June 15, 1922. It has drawn up its rules of procedure 
and appointed members of its special chambers, such as 
a Chamber of Summary Procedure to hear and deter- 
mine cases as required, a Chamber of Labor Questions, 
and a Chamber competent in matters relating to Transit 
and Communications. The terms of the judges com- 
posing the Chamber of Summary Procedure expire at 
the end of 1922. The terms of the judges appointed to 
the Labor and Transit and Communications end at the 
close of 1924. We are now informed that the rules of 
the Court deal with its constitution and work, including 
such matters as the term of office of the judges and their 
order of precedence, the convocation of deputy judges, 
the appointment of judges from nations parties in a 
given case where such parties are not already represented 
on the Court, the election and duties of the President 
and Vice-President and of the Registrar and the like. 
Bules have also been adopted governing such matters as 
the dates and hours of sitting, the order of hearings, the 
method of arriving at decisions. 

It appears that every member of the Court who is 
present at a deliberation is obliged to give a reasoned 
opinion, and the decision of the Court is to be based on 
the conclusions adopted after the final discussions of the 
various opinions expressed by the members. It further 
appears that the adoption of the rules of procedure does 
not preclude the adoption by the Court of such other 
rules as may be proposed by the parties concerned. It is 
arranged that time limits may be fixed, having regard, 
as far as possible, to agreements between the parties. 

To be brought before the Court, a suit must be pre- 



